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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 1 l-February-2004 has been entered. 

2. The amendment filed on 1 l-February-2004 has been received and entered. Claims 9, 1 1 , 

13- 22, 31, and 33 have been cancelled. Claims 34-55 are added. Therefore, claims 1-8, 10, 12, 

14- 21, 23-30, 32, and 34-57 are now pending. 

Claim Objections 

3. The numbering of claims is not in accordance with 37 CFR 1 . 126 which requires the 
original numbering of the claims to be preserved throughout the prosecution. When claims are 
canceled, the remaining claims must not be renumbered. When new claims are presented, they 
must be numbered consecutively beginning with the number next following the highest 
numbered claims previously presented (whether entered or not). 

Misnumbered newly added claim 52 on page 10 has been renumbered 54. 
Misnumbered newly added claim 53 on page 10 has been renumbered 55. 
Misnumbered newly added claim 54 on page 10 has been renumbered 56. 
Misnumbered newly added claim 55 on page 10 has been renumbered 57, 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 10, 23, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Nguyen et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,119,130). 

As to claims 1, and 23, Nguyen et al . discloses a computer program product for 
synchronizing a database with a software applications which supports the database (See column 
12, lines 44-46), the computer program product comprising: 

a computer readable medium; and 

computer program instructions, recorded on the computer readable medium, executable 
by a processor, for performing the steps of: 

a method of synchronizing a database with a software application which supports the 
databases (See column 6, lines 48-67, also see column 7, lines 1-21): 

obtaining a table schema employed by a version of a software application which utilizes a 
database (See column 7, lines 22-46, also see column 19, lines 36-67); and 

synchronizing the database to conform to with the table schema employed by the version 
of the software application (See column 17, lines 6-27). 
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As to claims 10, and 32, Nguyen et al. discloses wherein synchronizing the database to 
conform with the table schema employed by the version of the software application includes 
creating schema data in the database according to the schema employed by the version of the 
software application (Se column 15, lines 7-30, also see column 12, lines 4-35). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 2-8, 12, 24-30, and 34-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nguyen et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,1 19,130) in view of Zander (U.S. Patent No. 
6,453,310 Bl). 

As to claims 2, and 24, Nguyen et al. does not teach further comprising representing the 
table schema employed by the version of the software application. 

Zander teaches further comprising representing the table schema employed by the version 
of the software application (See Zander column 10, lines 38-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Nguyen et al to include further comprising representing 
the table schema employed by the version of the software application. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Nguyen et al. by the teaching of Zander to include further 
comprising representing the table schema employed by the version of the software application 
because it allows for efficient method to read and view data stored in a database by different 
applications. 

As to claims 3, 25, and 37, Nguyen et al. as modified discloses wherein the configuration 
file is provided in a markup language (See Zander column 1, lines 51-59, also see Zander column 
2, lines 15-30). 

As to claims 4, and 26, Nguyen et al. as modified discloses comprising determining that 
the table schema employed by the version of the software application conflicts with the database 
(See column 5, lines 41-60, also see column 6, lines 25-45). 

As to claims 5, and 27, Nguyen et al. as modified discloses wherein determining that the 
table schema employed by the version of the software application conflicts with the database 
includes reading the configuration file (See column 5, lines 41-67, also see column 6, lines 1-37). 

As to claim 6, and 28, Nguyen et al. as modified discloses wherein determining that the 
table schema employed by the version of the software application conflicts with the database 
includes examining the table schema implemented by the database (See column 6, lines 3-45, 
also see column 8, lines 5-53). 
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As to claim 7, and 29, Nguyen et al. as modified discloses wherein determining that the 
table schema employed by the version of the software application conflicts with the database 
includes identifying schema data in the table schema employed by the version of the software 
application required in the table schema implemented by the database (See column 5, lines 41- 
60, also see column 6, lines 25-45). 

As to claims 8, and 30, Nguyen et al as modified discloses wherein synchronizing the 
database to conform with the table schema employed by the version of the software application 
includes adding the schema data to the database (See column 10, lines 1-67). 

As to claim 12, Nguyen et al discloses a system for synchronizing a database with a 
software applications which supports the database comprising: 

a script maker operable to synchronize the database to conform with the table schema 
employed by the version of the software application (See column 4, lines 49-67, also see column 
5, lines 1-24). * - 

Nguyen et al does no teach a first interface operable to obtain a table schema employed 
by the version of the software application which utilizes a database. 

Zander teaches a first interface operable to obtain a table schema employed by the 
version of the software application which utilizes a database (See Zander column 1, lines 43-50, 
also see Zander column 5, lines 47-56). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Nguyen et al. to include a first interface operable to obtain 
a table schema employed by the version of the software application which utilizes a database. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Nguyen et al. by the teaching of Zander to include a first interface 
operable to obtain a table schema employed by the version of the software application which 
utilizes a database because it is well known in the database art to have an interface between the 
database and the application that provides for access and coupling of program module. 

As to claim 34, Nguyen et al. as modified disclsoes wherein the table schema is 
represented in a configuration file (See Zander column 6, lines 1-67). 

As to claims 46, 35, and 52, Nguyen et al. as modified discloses wherein the 
configuration file represents the table schema employed by the version of the software 
application in a database neutral manner (See figure 5, 502, shows "neutral manner" being 
represented by "supply data without conversion"). 

As to claims 36, 47, and 53, Nguyen et al. as modified discloses wherein the 
configuration file includes database representation table data associated with the version of the 
software application (See column 11, lines 2-40, also see Zander column 10, lines 38-67). 
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As to claim 38, Nguyen et al. as modified disclsoes wherein the script maker includes a 
difference algorithm operable to determine the differences between the table schema and the 
database (See Zander column 7, lines 1-64). 

As to claim 39, Nguyen et al. as modified disclsoes wherein the difference algorithm is 
operable to read the configuration file (See column 11, lines 50-64, also see column 13, lines 41- 
50). 

As to claim 40, Nguyen et al. as modified disclsoes wherein the difference algorithm is 
operable to identify schema data in the table schema not included in the database (See column 6, 
lines 3-37, also see column 5, lines 1-36). 

As to claim 41, Nguyen et al as modified disclsoes wherein the script maker is operable 
to add the schema data to the database (See Zander column 9, lines 36-50). 

As to claims 42, 48, and 54, Nguyen et al. as modified disclsoes wherein obtaining the 
table schema includes reading the configuration file (See Zander column 10, lines 38-67). 

As to claims 43, 49, and 55, Nguyen et al. as modified disclsoes wherein synchronizing 
the table schema with the database occurs in association with an installation of the software 
version (See Zander column 9, lines 10-30, also see Nguyen et al. column 6, lines 39-64). 
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As to claims 44, 50, and 56, Nguyen et al. as modified discloses wherein synchronizing 
the table schema with the database includes determining inconsistencies between the table 
schema and the database (See column 6, lines 20-63). 

As to claims 45, 51, and 57, Nguyen et al. as modified discloses wherein synchronizing 
the table schema with the database further comprises includes generating a table which conforms 
with the table schema (See column 7, lines 1-21). 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8, 10, 12, 14-21, 23-30, 32, and 34-57 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Goldring et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,397,125 Bl) teaches a method for performing design 
synchronization in a computer system. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Neveen Abel-Jalil whose telephone number is 703-305-81 14. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM-4: 30PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dov Popovici can be reached on 703-305-3830. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Neveen Abel-Jalil 
February 25, 2004 



CHARLES RONES 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



